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CONCORDIA UNG T NEE ORs SL Tey 


Faculty of Engineering 


Minutes of Meeting No. 76.1 


of the 
Engineering Faculty Council 
held aa 


on Friday, 20 February 1976 


Present: J. Clair Callaghan: (Chairman); Professors as 
Bhattacharyya, du-Pléssis, Fazio, Heaps, Joly, 
Krakow, Kubina, Marsh, Pekau, Russell, Sankar, 
Swamy, Xistris; D. Janigan, A. Rauba, I. Szuts, © 
M. Gamache (Student representatives); K.D. Adams 
(Registrar), Ms Z. Jirkowsky (Library representa- 
tive); Professor J.C. Giguere (Secretary). 


Absent with apology: Professors DoUGI eee = GracBvetsky= 
Krantzberg, Lin, Lindsay, McQueen, Vidyasagar 


Visitors: Professors Lang, Ramen Ur Ly Schwelb 


Council unanimously adopted a. motion to accept the published 
agenda. 


Council unanimously adopted a motion to approve tha’ minutes 
of the 108th meeting. 


Council unanimously adopted..a motion to receive the minutes 
of the informal meeting held 23 January 1976. 


Minutes of the Executive Committee 


Professor Xistris asked if it would be posstiié to have the 
minutes of the meetings of the Executive Committee available 
for general circulation. The Chairman agreed to take the 
matter up with the Executive Committee. — 


Library 


Professor Schwelb presented the report of the Library 
Committee (Doc. 76-1-1). He also tabled a letter from Mr. 
Princz, Acting Director of Libraries, stating that for 
75/76, a further $8,000 had been allocated to the Faculty 
from the Library contingency fund (Doc. 76-1-2). Professor 
Schwelb noted that Departmental requests for 1976/77 must 
be submitted to the Library prior to 27 February. 1976. 
Professor Giguere tabled a document prepared by his office 
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with respect to this year's library budget (Doc. 76-1-3) as 
well as a letter sent to Mr. Princz on behalf of the Faculty 
(Doc. 76-1-4). 


Council unanimously adopted a motion to thank members of the 
Faculty Library Committee and all others involved in this 
year's negotiations with the Library. 


B.Eng. Academic Regulations 


The Assistant Dean presented EUSC's proposals for objectives 
and characteristics of academic regulations (Doc. 76-1-5). 
He noted that this document had been accepted by all Depart- 
ments. 


Council adopted a motion to approve Doc. 76-1-5 (1 against). 


Wardell Memorial Prize for Engineering Graphics 


The Assistant Dean presented the recommendation of the 
Executive Committee (Doc. 76-1-6). 


Council unanimously adopted a motion to refer the matter to 
EUSC for its recommendation. 


Building Engineering 


Chairman informed Council that the Department of Education 
had allocated funds for starting the M.Eng. (Building) 
programme. He further remarked that work was proceeding 

on the NDG proposal for research in Building Engineering. 

A second version had recently been sent to NRC. Considera- 
tion was also being given to the future organization of 
Building Engineering within the Faculty. 


Course Plans 


The Chairman suggested that Departments might wish to con- 
sider the possibility of storing course plans or outlines 
On video tape. These could then be used as reference 
material by other instructors of a given course. 


Graduate Grading Scheme 


Professors Giguere and Sankar informed Council that BGS had 
adopted a three-level grading scheme for graduate courses. 
Faculty Councils are being asked to recommend on possible 
interpretations of and designations for these grades. It 
was noted that the matter had been referred to the three 
Engineering Departments and to the Department of Computer 
Science. There seemed to be a general consensus amongst 
Departments that an ABC system should be adopted with the 
provision that academic regulations appropriate to each 
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© programme be devised to limit the numbers of C grades which 
a student may credit towards fulfilling his degree require- 
ments. The position of EGSC was stated in Doc. 76-1-7. 


Motion 14. Council unanimously adopted a motion to endorse the recom- 
76-1-7 mendation of EGSC and to forward it to BGS. 


15. Report of Ad Hoc Committee on Undergraduate Academic 
Requtations (AHCUAR) 


The Assistant Dean drew Council's attention to Doc. 76-1-8 
which dealt with three specific items: Grading, Academic 
Advancement Regulations and Academic Achievement Regulations. 
These proposals had been considered by Departments and by 
EUSC (Doc. 76-1-9) and would be legislated on by Senate at 
its February meeting. 


16. Proposal for a Concordia Grading Scheme 


The Registrar summarized the discussions of other Faculty 
Councils on the subject; Department Chairmen presented the 
views of their Departments. The written opinion of Elec- 
trical Engineering is contained in Doc. 76-1-10. There 
seemed to be a consensus for the view of EUSC. The Registrar 

. suggested that recommendation 1 of Doc. 76-1-7 might be re- 

QO written to emphasize the Faculty's objection to the proposed 

dual grading system and its attendant conversion scheme. 


Motion Council unanimously adopted a motion to forward recommenda- 

76-1-8 tion 1 of Doc. 76-1-7 to Senate with the understanding that 
it would be modified as per the Registrar's suggestion noted 
in item 16 above. 


17. Proposal for Concordia Advancement Regulations 


It was noted that the proposed regulations are to be con- 
sidered as a minimum standard and that, subject to Senate 
approval, higher standards may be established by a Faculty. 


18. Proposal for Concordia Achievement Regulations 


The Registrar noted that the reason for establishing 3.50 

as the minimum GPA for the award of a degree with dis- 
tinction was to reduce, on a University-wide basis, the 
number of such awards from 10% to 6% of the total number 

of degrees awarded. It was noted that the number of awards 
in Engineering may currently be below the University average. 
Even if this was not the case, the Faculty would prefer to 
consider the implications of this proposal at greater length 
before making its recommendation. 


Motion 19. Council unanimously adopted a motion to recommend to Senate 
76-1-9 That it defer consideration of Part III of Doc. 76-1-8 until 


O 


20. 
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the Faculty has had more time to assess the effects of these 
proposals. 


Length of Engineering Programmes 


The Chairman drew Council's attention to Docs. 76-1-11 and 
76-1-12. He did not feel that any immediate action was 
required. 


